Jim Lesar 

j,iO ¥ ft., iiW, .,-509 
laslrLngton, DC 20004 

Dear Jim, 
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inanks 



for olie i'_>I ,t 1 2^-10264-1 w295 arid to nark alien, v;ho got it from tne archives. 



tt illustrates rather well what I' v e taken up with the AIUiB, how my rights under PA were 
systematically denied jpso tunc the disclosure law can be used to defnjae me into perpettt 
ijrity ami wio/j fcliac to accomplish the improper purpose of underminingjmy writing which in 
complete f actuality exposes the failures of the FBI in the JFK assassination. 1 his is, as 
- wrote ALdB, also true of the CIa. If i did not mention tire State Department to them, 
thi., reeora includes the most deliberately dishonest reflection of its records, those 
it withheld from me under POIPA requests . dll the agencies ignored my appeals. 

! Because tills makes the point about wliich I wrote AllLIB, ~ intend sending it a copy. 

; l'lie> first of the FBI's records staple'.', together in what you sent me is the Director 

to attorney Geneyal memo of 11/5/75. It bears the initials of J.R.lialley , who was the 
jj-ol's liaison with the Warren ommiscion. 1 doubt the Senate committee was in a p^oition 
1:0 °°r£prehend " tho possible political niduses of the FBI" this collection does illustrate. 
J- n<£ also that a copy was sent to Michael Shaheen as "Special Counsel for Intelligence 
Coordination." Biiat this does not reflect'sITis that he then headed the so-called Office 
oi /lofessional Responsibility . -as you should recall, 1 gave him repetitious proof of 
iJ I Perjury about uoich ne did nothing. Giving liiia thse these records poisoned him in 
.(.•.vance, ns iill.n doejpot took/ and you will recall, in an effort to defeat the improper 
purposes of all tlio£ FBI perjury I faced in those FOIA lawsuits I made myself subject 
ij° tim penalties of perjury i uy allegations were not trutliful. the only defense ever 
cij.ci as a defense of perjury is tlirt x coulu malce such allega cionj ad infinitim because 
toew more ai: :ut$ the JFK assassination and its investigations than anyone working for 
to FBI. ffiiat -was in CA 75-226. 

I skip oo the 1l/b/66 memo on me. Sue initials DGII mean no tiling to me. While what 
thu memo attributes to LaPolle^k is substantially wiiat he said, it was, to the FBI * d 
fiknot dodge, false in all particulars, lliat was established in the case of the u nited 
G^teo vs BavidJ)ub ois X-J ayne. The FBI interviewed me in that case, it prepared a foment 
for me to Jign that war. falsely incriminating, 1 sat if* tto FBI office when they did not 
et me leave, just sat tnero, until they called my lawyer, and when ho came and repeated 
what - had tolu tho FBI, give rad a trutliful st:. toraont jjfc sign and l«ai do it, tlxat let 
I'.ie goi, taey 1/iter did that, I did sign it, and until this day, although thev sjfctill 
ilav " and il0t to ° lof fc disclosed some records from it to me, they continue to withhold 
•heir dirty tricK of trying to^gef me to incriminate myself when they knew very well I 
was guilty notifying at all. 

llic f'KE has inn.de that and all else referred to in tills record relevant in the 
Jl'K assassination records, I believe. 




21 



-n the light of what the Dili. kncti before writing this nemo it is not merely a 
i.c-. stake uo soy that I was involved in tiny 1 broach of trust involving th^ release of 
coni iuonoial im. oruaxion to wiiax was identified the Communist Daily Worker— it was 
an intendeu lie. 1'hat it was a lie is established in the grand ju f~y testinony of tliat 
committee's then general c>misol or assistant general counsel, David D. fcioyd. (He was 
later in the Truman V/hxte -ouse and. hater still headed the Washington office of the 
Human Horary.) -die assistant United states Attorney in that case was so outraged over 
the pressure to get an ipnocent man indicted (mid he gave it all he haui) whjj&n the case 
was over, nayne copying a plea on jh^o felonies, ho invited mo to his office and risked his 
0411001 with a go^turo oi decency. ii o gave mo the fcloyd and other grand jury testimony. 

When x learned that* that was no loiig^proliibited and with that nan, Ed Filially dead, I 
gave txiui. volume of grans. jury testimony to M)ofl College, in the envelope in which l?i— 
h.,xiy gave it to mo. A1 e Jien s i;;. that some time in tho future 1 might need it to itgftrf 



defend myself. 

'Ml'/ , 



ihe teFis tliat 1 hid no confidential information of any kind. I'd been the Com- 
mittee's edljbop for tliree years, i had no clasified inf cremation and liy^esponsibility was 
t; et .in;, ohc^record and the reports published. 1 never had any confidential information 
anh Whit a superior told, me to give a reporter was publisluecf^yt^i in proof form just 
bed ore the volume was returned from tho Government Printing office. The reporter involved 
w^s not from the- "aily border. ^ war a friend and if the superior had not tol^ me to 
give him those proofs and he had asked ne, it was part of my g.ob to do that and I had 
extra proofs in those pre-xerox days for tha purpose, The reporter was Henjgy Eon and he 
w-o.s tiv: ‘‘asliington correspondent for a labor news service, Federated Dress. There was great 
iiiteiesb iii those hearings so J. always had extra proofs pulled. Among those to whom X 
regularly mailed ’them was Izzy ^ton:;, who then had not changed his name. He was then with 
the i.ew iork Dost. 1 could give you a lour: list oi’ other reporters who came to ray office 
tp see transcripts and eJGiibits, some J j»en quite famous. What I did was my regular job, 
as Lai ollote knew very well, ana in tliat in$t. nee I had been told to do it, as he should 
na«e onown. lie used a complaint by those embarrassed by the 'truth as anaenuse for getting 
rid of mo for an entirely ±st£ different reason, along with the legislative represents*- 
viv;. rr of •‘■‘aoor's /Voii-fpiirtisan • u eague, A tiic Colin - L, ewis/ HI-'M lobbying organisation, Card— 
n.r J ackson, I was lobbying through the Senate an appropriation fot the continuation of 
>•1.0 committee s life so io oculu eonducty a»violiedu±na in, vestigation, already scheduled, of 
biie incredible conditions oi migratory workers in California. "Tliey then were not Ilfixicans. 
,.he,y verl known as *ta.es and yi&rkies , tlio small tamers oi Oklahoma and Arkansas whose farms 

! . , .. IfY't 1 

pero rion^by dust/' storms. If auytai thinks tlv-t was wrong of me, tliat person has not 
read or seen John Steinbeck's u rapes of Wrath. 

T ~ i 

- was not on the committee's payroll so as a mater of fact La *olletp did not and 

n 
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dould not "dismiss" me;, 413. bo co Id do is return me to ny executive agency job, as 

the adiiiini,.it. 'atibvr: resistant to the administrator of the A'arm Security Administration. 

It was my decision not to do tiiat. I deei^cled instead to return to writing. But I had 

worked such enormous overtime that/ contrary to the inference of this FBI allegation, I 

t?as not technically "returned" for pnral months at- a gesture to being paid for the 

.otualli) great amount of unpaid overtime I’d worked. 
c. 

fhe deiibera^ness of the misrepresentation of what follows, my being fired by the 
otate epartment , is an illustration of well— developed FBI std.ll, lying without utter— 
ing a single inaccurate' word. What it omits it knew. 

llieie were 10 oi us$. One was a case ol mistaken identity. The other nine of us 
wore ews. It was a pogrom by the rabidly politically insane people who had taken over 

/. if 

ilia State s ecurity office, iliey were in collaboration was the ,u ouss appropriations com— 

... 1 bte- , tho.M chaired by a ^engresaiaan "-Jabex* of x *ew fork, a iaan of their irrational and 
rtreme political views. I was given no charges, there was no hearing, and the State & 
department, which witWield all it has on me ia this, never mentioned to me, directly or 
indirectly, any such "suspicion" for wliich there would have been no rational basis in any 
(wont, wy record^ is actually to the contrary and that w\s during what was then known 



o tile shibboleth period, oi tne aM—Soviet pact. X wrote a series of/^azi cartel 

, dal ' lX, 

poses’^ljip. (.For those know au-are of tiiat period began with the %zi-Jfoviet pact of 
think 1 ( r3y and ended wit.;. Pearl harbor) ana tiiat alone was no^a- opposite sympathy 
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for the USSR as the FBI inf/hrrs. I was, in fact, an unregistered British agent in eco- 
nomic warfare. That was suggested to no by the man iriDJ anti— trust to whom J" tooka all 

i 

my work# ou wliich - based that scries, Joe Borkin. When x tried to get th^t fat stack of 
pjiotostats under FOX A, 'H!in Shea coula not find them. It happens tiiat he later was a 
friend of Borland. |le told ms he believed tliap Borldng took thel^ with him after the war 
and used them in Ms book on IG Far ben. Shea loaned me his copy of that book and Ms 
hunch seems to have been correct. 

f human Arnold then headed anti— trust. Whe. ; a got the three others in my division 

also fired under the KcCarran hot or rider to agree for )»< to do it, I arranged for 

pro bot/o counsel for us, the firm of ArnoldTkm Fortas and Porter. Ilbtil then I did not 

know^ I ortas. I had known faul Porter alter he 3. eft the FCC , ii/here he had been a &om— 

ia.Lssion.or. They did quAto a job! ^dieted and abetted by a fine Republican newspaper of 

th:- day, th.; i ‘ew York g; : pvjy.d-Tribime. T ie owner, as I recall w rs. Ogden Seia^T’ 'assigned 

-Mill "’asMngoon Bureau cliief> Bert undrews, to the story. Ije did a series at least one 

of wnxch the Washington Po st carried, -bn that one lie interviewed I. Edgar hoover. |Ie quoted 

//cover as sayifrtg tnat the worst he Inow about any of us is that some kept questionable 

company and if wo had been FBI employees he would have suggested that those of us who 

fhat./ , . * 

kept tiiat company not do d&Y/hen Andrews used that series for a book the next year, h£ 

got the r ulitzer for it! rj fotj fu-Ch ^ Vu t>y ffif fUjjUfrf J 
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Former Senator Charles Sac 11 athias was a friend, -^e later got from the Library of 
ougress for me and l Cave all but one; article in that series, the Pulitzdr award an d 
xerox of the ‘htdrews book. 

A t is not > and the FBI also knows this, merely that I "was later allowed to resign 
without, prejudice, bur was not restored to" my position— it was with a oublic4apla 
.2filP£X* (The^did j^yp me out of my back pay, though.) I think that was without precedent 
n any of those so-called "security" cases. 

I’ll attack a copy of a letter to me from oufl'thea lawyers, ft speaks for itself 
other than the FBI does. 

There 15 much jiforo I can say about tills but - limit myself to what the FBI makes 
K assassination relevant by its disclosure of this and similar records while seeing to 
; thaw my appeals were ignored raid that I was denied my rights under the jfirivac y Act. 

'./hat next follows relates to my wifc^lwtt is in paid; .--accurate and in part false. 

She was a member of the cooperative book store, she was not of the Committee for 
emocratic Action, it j^st happens that several days ago I picked up a book she bought 
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en to reread, Sal ton Trumba's ,*hid^ew* (4s in President ^ackson) *n it 

in uiioth.; ■ book she then bought was a r^ieipt for morg tlian a dozen books she bought 
Lere. ohc used it as a marker. J. sent it tc Dave V/rone, who may have kept it, as an 
udication of wliaf: has liappened to the cost of books. Refill came to about 85.00! The 
tost costly book was 45 p. See why people belonged to a cooperative bmolc store that 
old any books or any kind? FTrumAo^ by the way, was one of the Hollywood '•‘•'en. He 
• s -blacklisted but under assumed names v;on a number of Oscars.) 

It was now nearly as simple at the RFC over the alleged case against lil as this 
dmo# says. A Republican, Jesse Jones, a Texas financier, headed the RFC. He and those 
ouruo/ him went over the alleged case against Jil Rejected it and refused to fire her. 
dde from wide A she had .earned her own reputation in the RFC. While "clerk" may' be a 
■echnicallj- con ect job title/ she in fact was processing insurance claims for the grawmr 
vemmont and getting major cask returns for the government. 

The FBI could not be njch more deliberately dishonest in what follows. I believe it 
redacted in the copy of tide record I got through CA 77-2155 if I recall the number 
meetly. In a different form some of this falsehood and deliberate misrepresentation— 
ud it is both - I got in a different record*. As I recall it said that I had a personal 
Ijfiatxonsldp with a Russian national jn the UBBR embassy. The record I got was a para- 
phrase 1 asked for and did not gel; the original on which it allegedly was based. try 
•equest w<js just ignored.. £t is not tliat the appeal was turned down. It has to havea 
fir«tap ax the embassy, as its so^ufee*, with deliberate misrepresentation of what was sail 
aside from my havi^been there as a correspondent before A rjeter4d the Army in 
■•/orld Jar II I was not, to the best of my recollection, there with regard ta this matter. 
(1 m sure I was photographed entering and. leaving, We all then knew tint the FBI had a 
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WASHINGTON 6, D. C. 
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DISTRICT 3251 
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Dear Mr. Weisberg: 

Me want you to know how deeply we 
appreciate your kind and generous gesture in 
sending us a gift and the warm sentiments 
which accompanied it. You know it was a 
pleasure to be of service to you and your own 
calmness and dignity under the most adverse 
circumstances were in no small measure 
responsible for your ultimate vindication. 



Sincerely, 







Paul A. Porter 

\lfu, Vt f***«~~ 

Milton V. Freeman 



Hr. Harold Weisberg 
2322 N. Nottingham 
Arlington, Virginia 
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insra on the second floor of the old national geographic building access 16th Steet. 



V/hat liad actually happened is this: 

v/c th n liad our farm and I deliver^ poultry and eggs every Wednesday in Y/ashington, 
hen 1 saw and li.ard w ixon and lairu^cshev in their so-called “idLtchen" debate an^their 
agreement that "peaceful competition" would be good for both countries, I wrote a letter 
challenging the entire U.i>SR to compete with, one very small American farmer, me. X was 
Uii^er wixn aoout sending it so jt asked tne advice ox one of my customers. Bill Costello, 
formerly a CBS hews anchor. not only thought it a great idea, he -.eked me if I 
would talcs the letter to a man in the liSIA he knew. I agreed, ^ill made the £all, and I 
wenc there rumazodta irarn-.. diately # He asked me to add to it an invitation for Khru^bhev 
to visit our farn? when he would be here before long, at A ke’s invitation. I was a bit 
uneasy about that because so much was still under construction, but ^ did agree and did 
mail the letter. Mi//f uaU tfr 

Then x started hearing i'fuom the State department. They loved it! They asked me if 

I'd go $ to the USSR and teach them how to raise better chickens. They said they'd pay all 

but my transportation costs. 2lg£t A poultry association agreed t Q do that. 

We had won every first prise in pouljfcy for the whole country, -kil and A , for 

i ; \- chickens, for cooking them (she was the > ' la t r y queen of I think \%l) and 

in barhecying thoiy, |l was the barbecue"king" of x tliinlc 1 959 . ^ 

n accord wi on what *^tate had asked of me X asked my & redericlc feed cooperative if 

w^ouiu show the Soviet ag attache thexr plant. li e agreed. That is wiiat I remember 

poning the embassy about. But the Ag attache told me it was more than 30 miles from 

Washington and their travel was limit oed to «. 36Wdle fadius. 

I have no clear recollection of whether I was in farther contact with the embassy 

but i do recall that State told me Khrusphev would not have time but that if her 

s<aheduie pemitwed it oi^f as x recall the Saturday he and Ige were to confer at Camp 

**?$& David, they would brings hrs. k. She gob bogged dorp? in Virginias State^later 

told mo. The one name i recall. from °tate- which gave me none of this in response to my 

requests - is tfeia that of a man nam^d jfi Eillis Lowry (phon). 

xliero .ls next whau tne i BI know was a lie, that ill and X annually celebrated the 

.-usbian Revolution wxth "2[3 to 30 unknown /'people." There was such a gafb hcrin^ but it 

was not as the FBI says at the time of that revolution. This is part of the FBI's 

(«-.stortion ox w,r .w it next, disiortedly , o£e refers to, iay suti against the government 

/fW . , v 

the low-flying- military helicopters. 

Jac£ Frankel, then a fx-ienu and earlier a character in Zeon Uris's Exodus .was the 
Jewish Welfare Board's Washington representative who was to look out 5±h~for the 
interests of "ashington-area service personnel. f(e and Ids wife ¥ icl<± visited us often, 
l Vicki was o^orsia n parentage but her family haw to flee because of anti-Semitism. 
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Hor lauuer, as JP^ow .recall, was an opera siugte. |Ie moved liis family to Paris and 
.aien itier capture-’.- it Vida. was taken :ui by some nuns arid as a little girl was a 
messenger for the underground.) 

kihen J learned tact oven ,_n th,. country^with the changes in agriculture children 
never saw eggs natch anc( /rarely saw baby chicks or gathereed e^s, I array ged for our 
l.aitnings to be ijpf weekends, x a- id my own breeding flock. Once when J ack and Vicki 
v.'ere tliere and some children erne, Jack went with me as X took them to the incubators. 

1Je facos ' md lie said h0 ' d iik(3 to brin ^ th0Se of 1118 ^t^f*^**^** 

">-ASonneXjand their 1 audlies^ al te± tii • high holy days, which are usually in ^ cpi, embcu : J'~i 
xbi td^igen b observes, a respite is siren in order. So, e^-ch yearj/ J aclc brought them 
up on a weekend after those holy days.afci did tlie^y love it. With par rents taking 
pictures ox even their kids ori tlx? backs of. onf tame cattle. 

I eQfccourogea the Dfniversity of Maryland to do son$ thing liojf? it and it did, at 
he, ; rcon. xiiey did not like the "HcV/cisberg" ring so called it "Old McDonald's 

arm. "J 

that is how the Russian revolution was celebrated! 

x]re a'xsI ^o.,uxned to ibs source on cnoit fabrication fox* confirmation three times 
ann aid not gee iv but ..it nonetheless feu it to the tftiite ■ u ouse. 

At /lac u athias's request, when $ai % ry ^oldwater was that coracdttee s chairman gc had 
a‘ correcting record filed. I then had only a hunch that the P3X had given that lie to 
t but* (ioldwater confirned it and filed the correction, $ac sent me the letter. J e knew 
us well, We were friends. 

f’he F-i-d could have s^hid rauch more about that lawsuit^ but it preferred not to. x t 

up 1 UJ1 ° investigating and in the course of that fixed my main witness. Who later confessed 

\/h 



xt to me. Lijj lawyer was high on the philosophy of our BHBgx cas e but lie 'l^w^mentioned 
f "piw£s proof of loss" to :.;e until we were in the coui^rooa waiting the judge! Wy/'was that 
xpoe being. »hen eho gove.rnmon u prouuced our tax retupfcfs, which . thi^ .lajyer had never looked 

£0,^ 5 aCt? * could not tMnk * H was oal ? wh °n l was home and 
ola ^Ojtliat wbi Je our i- scoi-ie had remained th£ same, our capabity had more than doubled 
so o/ur books in fact showed a fegewy loss. Because JT. could not explain the tax records^ 
^vlth wnich i'(l had nothin/;; to do in any event, as you know), the judge did not believe 
ae. Jntex- ho realised wiiaj had happened, he 1ft me be pro se until i could get a lwyer, 
ud x l was not u ntxl a lawyer showed me the c so in the records tliat J knew I'd estab- 
lished a now principle o ^ law, the property owner's ownership of the air above his 

property t*. the point needed for the enjoyment of his constitutional right to own and 
en|oy property. 

as i iiy 1*5 1 knowl^go, that case remained precedent. A#d as you will remember, 

won th. government wanted to'.ettle the next case out of court I agreed to settlfthat 

we owed on oulr'mtttgage at the th-ie of setf><=-nr>r»t T-. oiri ' ? 

ox .ctUemuat. Xa a|ll as you figured it it came to 




jnbiO tnan -.>20,000 in real £t..ms. And tiias alter the? FBI fpxed our main witness and led 

. .overnment s witnesses into unfaithf.._l testimony* I*& was, frankly, surprised that 
ti so small a suit they'd go to that trouble andlnpenso. 

I slipul:.! have said above that all tliat Russian embassy stuff has to have originated 
in the Washington Fioli/ Office. i ou filed requests of ail field office for me. They 
produced not even a liint of that stuff. 

TJie next record is the $ ramgan to i'uliivan memo of 12/11/6? of me on the Jo® j^fne 
1 show, i/i -■ ini .dais arf oi i\./» i - • Long. J^ou may rdmomber theijong tickler in the 
n,--, case tnai; the ihr ,k ; l rc lying about until ~ got Shea to send kitcheU to where x knew 
it was. -tnr then it had been gutted, dub there jtromalned in it the proof that 1 had been 
ri.w.».od up on a pliono lap, a matter - about which the FBI had lied. L^ng was pretty good 
p that, no/ doubt why ho bogano aH assistant diroctoi’. 

/added to wnat tnc dux x^Celi described as "deregatoiy" information what he had 
have ti de up, th^ X ‘'entertained" Soviet officials when they were not allowed to 
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travel that distance from "ashington, as ho well knew. i'$vn Ills truthgul statement that 



had been "i 



n contact v/itl l •iflhriet officials" is made to ay war to be sinister when, as 

,, /\ 1 r 
indicate aoove, it: was at the request o> the Btato //apartment and was not in any 



<pnso political. 



lg says x j&Ld on 



show x have never believed or said. But in any 



Lome of what Bone 

ail 

event, the underlying records arc withheld. Their existence was not even admitted, What 
, * ■b &nnf£ t' _ f 

is nas^p involved is also Los angrles records and the Long sourceof liis misinformation 
cut what he says said on that show, 

-mat this doerykot say is that after that show, beccause the copies of FBI anti 

cvfmmdssion records x showed on it embareaBsed it so, tossek it got in touch withyQne's 

radio show. protiuceer wlicfy it learned I was tp oe in Los Angeles again and gave the notorious 

.Irene right-winger £»award Scannell Butler soirijo^ i^fcs misinformation lie could use 

axnst me on xt. I wsq was very tfcred fro}// muc/jtrave / and little sleep and x was rea~ily 

aip'jry at »Jiiw jf dirtinos4 that could have been by The FBI only so did not do as well 

x could liavc {ind 1 ®as angxxfi throughout. But 1 did get Butler to admit he had no 

■1 oOgtfrl miov.leage and nad not told tire truth* B$t ray point is tliat there have to be 

Tjjl 1 ©cords on mis, including at lfcgst in the fielu,Los Angeles, and they have not been 

sclosoo. Later disclosure of the kind of dishones/ y they build in can be damaging to 

reputation ana that of ry work and I am ejmfiiVnt that v.-as the FBI's inteft(^ll along. 

Lcn ;i lies when lie says tliat Lawalu did not have that &Lgh clearance. I have the 

oof now froia the jtyxvj* Il e lies when ho says th FBI's invetigation shows that Oswald 
1:1 

ijas liighly syypg ••ho oic to Russia. " I have copies of its recofds tliat are to the exact 
pposito. 

In all 01 i;iis -^ona has to have had sources in the form of Fill/ records but he ci^es 
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j^no, how doeqho :aiow that Oswald did not have the higl|4eciirity clearipice I said he had? 

Lon'.;; i Jives no source, The same is trjte of wliat ho says of vi'naj' X Endi wrote of the 
.:an in the door way of the K5BD in the Altgens picture - about the time of $jich he is 



ye 



did and. used in iJe ilfr s uoos wiiat mnnsly else- hack ' and my photographic work was done for 



)■ i fc-t uf'C 5 - 
in ye*r( 

;ic by the lab oi a i orJfier FBx Si, lifter riaking a study of th - Oswald shirt at the 

r drives I used an FBI pijituro o.£ it and an enlarged part of th ; Altgens picture, hot 
,i n 3 shirts ,■ ,, 

oiU. y do tn h s egt s appear co lx? th : same, no-source ^ong cays that Lovelady certified to 
a.. wrong tiling. But time certification is not in anything l/ecall getting in CA 58-0322. 
preovor, Ion;:; owl ore the date of tMs memo lid published the depeription of the shirt 



j 
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wrong. It also 



s not true that X* just repeated what ftthers liad said and done, I 



npveladij was wearing that day from Ms wife, Sfetrh is not the M-rt the FBI said he had 
;>rn, and liave a picture of Xovelady in idle: shirt his wife describe"' cl taken onl]i 
mbmoxits f after the \ssasoination in tfjat door . ay. 4Hiu.lt *, J?erk, 

o-j>V ufJi i> H jfl- ' ' 

I did not discredit Lovelday at all, A discredi ted the FBI wiiicha»^d»actually lied 

i saying taut the sliirt in wmch it photographed Mm is tlr; one he wore the 1 day the 

assassination , I published tliaj~ .about sir moiiths prior to this memo and have reason 

-• believe that the FBI had that bo-k, ray third. 

OJ IsiMi 

these pages Iiold what was recMlted in wh-rt was given me I did aw peal those 
i.ithiioiding;; anti those ante: ,1s 'pro implored. t^ink it is important to our Mstory and 
c tlie board s information j$xr it to learn what happened to those appeals. X believe 
|° u were with rm when HultJ Shea said lie is a Mstory^uff and would appreciate detailed 



Jppeols tor the record for h story. I may \ ell have done that at greater length than he 
ilaW but 1 we nt to great trouble and for me then expense to do what £ understood he wanted 
s to do. I tliinlc those up cals arc tin iuportabt part ofiho record for our history. They 
arc rather extensively documented, i N£eekty tliat aft^r^Sr eased Shea out those in the X)@— 
artment with the cle^r record of opposing Fold an refusing to 4o what it required of them 
•Vf have dstroyed thole apoeals. 1 think the* beard should ask for them because among o^her 
MiV;;s they detail withholdings and document tliat. I tliinlc aps that if it makes that request 
t will b-£. tolu thai; they^ere destroyed. CJxvon theii 1 content but not being a lawyer I npne— 
tneleso wonder, given their content, if tliat ecu ,d -roperjy liave been done, if it was done, 
'.:p_taiout the Archives ex ressed approval. x ou have copies of them, as I also do, but you 
are closer to the board' s offices. 

The ml * s disclosed records abound in defraawwfci'' ns of me tliat were intended and range 
irom deliberate distort ions to outright lies- and tliat in the context of my work on the t. 
isassinaMons, the subject oi' the board s mandate. x t is because X know that the CIA’s 
> also tliat x wrote foulsey, wit/i ut response, wliicii is not now for the CIA, and sent 
pieif to .iue baox’d. at i'iy age and in '..he? state of my hodlth if it continues no/* doing 
anythin,, about tiiia it was may well accomplish for the agencies what they undertook with 
ihoir defamations of me. 




jfr it does nothing until - am no longer aliVe it validates all this deliberate 

i, -p 

iishonestij aboutiS^Irna makes it in^ossible for me to exercise what J_ understand to be 
[• rights under the Privacy act, a*, rf" . 

While X liave no knowledge of tie age of other ignored reques^b or\tte^not re- 
landed th at all or with less than higaesty but with the UIu. this goes back more Ilian ^?wo 
decades with ms and close to tliat long with the FBI, tlorae of the information was denied 
me by false ropreswntationn to "the courts by 'the agotfeies* Whether or not this is a proper 
consideration for the board - believe the age of those unmet requests had to be at least 
among the oldest and i believe tiiat on tliat "alone it need not await further staffing 
to ask tlio agencies about these matters; so tliat - may rospoM while 1 am still alive and 
hie to. 

As is reflected by th: FBI* s loss than honest references to State records it did 
not provide under my fro quests, those records should also be regarded as assassination 
records and provided to both the board and to me in & F&J*i 7 hU U 4 &> ^ 

Also with regard to the FBI, th . ^huroh committee reported that it was the FBI that 
i/as intercepting mail for the OIA. I do not liave any indication from either tliat my 



nail was involved but 



uj; 



have ample indication that in fact^it was and xijms my pit: 
related to publishing, here and l^aroad, and on the assassination. 



"hose are records in which the; FBI, -s I understand it, responds th the Senate intel- 
ligenee committee on "possihlo^misuses of the FBx," as i quote it on page 1 above. While 
it nay not have been possible for th. com it tee to perceive it, the FBI makes the case 
gainst itself of its political misuses in the JFK assassination. I wrote the first book 
on the Warren Ooruinissian and the FBI's investigation and as of the date of these records 
hid published sir books on the subject, 'they are the basic work and are alone in hot 

r 

jeing theoretical, In not pretending to salvo th; crime and in being based almost entirely 
on the official evidence most of which originated with the FBI itself. Bo# 50 years 
iter i. have not received any letter or phone call from anyone x mentioned claiming either 



if airness or ipaccuraey in wliat J wrote about him. I have gotten no record from any 
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agency attributing any inaccuracy of any kind to me. In short, there was nolqcsy way in 

ulbic,t the FBI or another .agency could fault my work, wliich is to say the basic work, on 

tjio JFK assassination on the basis of what 1 wrote. A his work does reflect on the FBI. 

f.lie only wav in which It could undertake to underaine confidence in my work was by what 

<\ 

:haracterizos all its records have seen and reeks froi.i these was by a political attack 
on me and it could not do that honestly or factually. It therefore misrepresented and 
I lied, and I do not mince words, it know better and it lied on purpose. There is a prima 
facie case tliat it succeeded before that committee. One of Its memT®. ers asked t^at I 
meet with one of its staff, I did, and aim ter it got tfjis if not also other records I 
did not hear from it again. In practical terms the #FBI made it impossible for that 
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uiii,ry anu including the chid justice oi the Liupbeme Court! When the staflT was EhHBsn 
►osen it prepared "dossiers" on it' and after the Report was out, it prepared new 
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imidttee to have aiiytldng more to do wit h me. i t knew vary', ell that,, if not internally, 
ternaily it vo.-uld liave beoa subjected to political criticism of it that the FBI had a 
mg record of being able to arrange. 

J iiio I believe makes a solid case that all FBi records relating in any way to all 
1 assassination criticisms are a most important part of the overall record for our 
story. It *a by means such s^tliis that in fact the FBI lias been able, true to Orwell, 
control our history. 

As a practical matter, the committee liad no way of inquiring into the accuracy of 
at tiro FBI told it about me. And as a practical matter, no political figure can hope 
survive public criticism of the FBI. There Is likewise a long record on this. 

is one illustration of its preparation for political assassination, one of its 
sc lose., records that - liave reflects that as soon as the Commission was appointed i~t 
spared. Its word, "dossiers" on the members, among tf>o most respected men in the 
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ssiers" on the staff . ./hen there was criticism of »the assassination investigation, it 
■e pared what if described as "sex dossiers" on the stagf. There is but a single pur- 
ise ior widen such information, if it was information in all instances, can be used. 

I’axoo addition the propriety oi using tape money fox* any such purposes, and that 
our most important national police agency. That smacks of the Gestapo and the KGB, 
of any proper American police function. 

Borne of its misinl onnaxion on me includes, in this diatribe given the committee was 
ievn wider distribution, from its records' ia x have. That distribution includes those 
defended the FBI in ^ my FOIA lawsuits. Borne of those sjlwyers could not help re- 
f^ffoting its infuence on them. 

ine most obviolts purpose ox tills "^.L "political misuse" by the FBI was to pxHHEfcx 
nd itself from proper and accurate critisism of .fiat it did and did not do when the 
■esident ^ua3 killed and it invest igated, if 1 may extend the proper meaning of tAe 
rd, that crime, l&jnevqr the crime itself i It never intended to . I have J),ls 

cumented with its own records. 

As I reflect to a degree in the foregoing, there was virtually no dishonesty to which 
diu not resort for these wrongful purposes. This extended to its obdurate refusal to 
iaply wit' ■ FOIA. As someone else- called to. the attention of the Senate FOIA subcommittee, 
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ficn x c jiaa nor respoin.ccr^ “its record is of never resfpondju/g until j. took it to cour 
d there :i.t has a record of consistent perjury to frustrate the Act and exposure of it- 
ts attitude is^tof footed by the learned legal opinion of one Ids associates 
scribed as a "liberal Harvard lawyer" that; because the FBI doe^iot like me the Act does 
apply to ikbnc me, and the law so states! later he processed Jing assassination 
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l kil J - told tlii; -Mi that if - 1 - got so nuchas an additional single page he pas processed 
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would take tne whole nut oter up with tiio judge. ^L^as removed from that case. His 
associate on it, a clerk, was mode an agent! over their abuse of the Act. They were so 

xJ 

lagrant that the Department's own witness, its chief of FOIA appeals, testified that 
1 those records reqyuircd reprocessing, Their attitude and, record is reflected by the 
icu thar tne name of an FBI tik in a published report on a speech he made was redacted 

VI/ A 

eight or ,/ore tines frou the file copy of that published report on Ms speech! 

On the "privacy" claim! 

ho was a fingerprint expert who often testified in court cases, (reorge ^onebrake. 

Ion irioy remember the name of that so-called "liberal Harvard lawyer." I do not. 

This noli tidal attack on me to thqt committee refers to records tire FBI clearly has 
did not disclose to me under FOIPA or in response to my apjhls in which I cited its 
:n records reflecting their existence. As one example, from these pages alone, 1 do 
recall {setting a single page that lias any oi that alleged Soviet embassy information 
me. 1-loir did 1 get from either the PHI or State ant single page of State's ^levant 
•ecords tua'o in addition to its well— lcnat/il anti publicly-known embassy wiretapping the 
’I seems to refer to. 

S'j their "political misues" I. believe the PI3I makes them ssassinati on records. They 

a, 1 . & ■■ 

:re raisued to undermine my credibility and that of my work the FBI could not condemn 
any factual way. (Except as A indicate above, by overt lying when it had reason to 
believe I'd not bo able to respond to its lies.) 

its own disclosed records reveal that it undertook to prepare people to do me in on 
least one TV show and that two of its symbol informers intruded into my life and work, 
these two one undettook to do tliat on a call-in radio talk shoujUi ruf - fiu vlLt&h. 

ihese tilings I also beleove make all the iBI lias about those who do not agree with 
t on the assassination part of our Mstory of that assassination and of its investi- 
iions. 

It is the FBI's practise with litis to be distributed tliat it has at the end a list 
its sources that it removes on distribution. Whether or not that in this instance is 

U 

iie of the file copy of tliat memo, without it those above had no wajr of evaluating 

jtifc ue said. Tliat it ..s false is beside the point, in general those so^Qbes claimed 

e identified on wnat is not distributed, without it there is no internal record of 

.aimed, sources. I therefore believe that as disclosed this record is incomplete and ' /, 

or Air/fri 
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or r>c- n i 1 . 1 

is missing in the record from this FBI filcjexists In smother or other FBI files} 



oncompixance with the nets is violating them. J-t is a basic American concept tliat 
ay 

,e in/ not bo tire beneficiary of Ms own misconduct. By its violation of these Acts the 
I lias contrived such a situation, moreover, it lias by its violations of these Acts 
ontrived a situation in wMch it lias been able to m. malign me with impuMty and at the 




•121 



sac time make it impossible for me to do anything about it. Unless corrected by this 
board tlrLs will bo true in perpetuity. In tiiis the FBI further corrupts our history 
an|d at tlio same time rewritejit to protect itself from legitimate and completely factual 

crp.tica.sm it has been been able to refute and in fact cannot refute. 

y \ ? - 

It amounts to misuse of the nets for character assassination when it cannot otherwise 
fend itself from what I have written about it. ir j Pu . 

sitl'i tixo citea record it vfas further able to mislead and misinform the Congress 
lout itself, about me and I think witir others arid about the assassination itself. I 
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lieve that correcting tills and this situation the FBI lias created (as 1ms the CIA and 
atr and other agencies) is within this board's mandate and that it cannot meet its 
fjjligations unless It does so. 

if it doesiiot, it becomes the creature of official miscreants who in the course 
ofl rewriting our history liave misused their immunities to defame those who seek to 
[ve an honest record of our history made and available to the people. 

at 'cue sane tine 1 would bo remiss in not alerting the board to the FBI's record 
nf| preparing to retaliate against any wlio may raise any questions about it. Ulien it did 
thlax with regard to the chief justice, the house minority leader, another member of the 
|use, two sei\tjJror3 and- the former Director, Central Intelligence, there is no reason 
be..ieve it would not treat the members and staff of this baokd the same way. If it 
|s not already done that (and hidden it in a tickler that is not indexed in its central 
les ) . :Mhd as to a degree it did to me as reflected in this record I cite. It did more 
this to me in other records of which t have copies. I used some attached to appeals. 

I reached this point when your letter of 1/14 came with the enclosed copy of Ho. 

7-1 w01 1-10108 eem e. i.u aakeo. il we got all of tills in C& 75—226. Tile anser id HO! And 
:i|at we did not get could and would have made a difference in my work, my inquiry, and 
questions I would have given you. to ask of the x'JL lab agents we deposed. There is 
al)so what is missing that x believe the board should know about as well as you. 

The first three pages, FBI, handwritten, we did not get. The fourth, also hand- 
ui^tten, I do not remember getting or seeing. 



The 



first, second and third sheets include sketches of the limousine, the third of 
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; windshield alone. M/uat I now say i say iu haste and when J am not able to consult 

a 

V7h|at we did get, in the basement and I cannot use the stairs. 

Tye sketches In themsel^es^^resent wliat - L regard as the most serious questions, prc& 
le)ns that siiouid have been a dde ss by the.FBi ana It should have brought to the attention 
idu; Boivni.s ion. I quote the handwritten note oft the left half of the first sheet where 
is to the right of the sketch of the car, adjoining the hood: "Blood, tissue or 
ne frag, soatt ..red over Interior of car a on hood- on visor (both sides kt visor [ Daren 
0 closed] » Tne rxgnt side locates the bullet damage to the windsliield, from the inside. 
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uou t ds tissue got on both sides of trio right visor may be explained by its 

ition, not indicated in these records. But how it got it got "scattered" all over the 

|ood, with the windsiieiled between the hood and the source* is not easily explained 

to the best of my recollection we not only did not lorn about this in CA75-226 and 

, 

|is not in the FBI's tc.5ti1ao.ny to the Commission. 

There is no reference to taking samples of tills tissue and no indication of the 

stance it was from the President*,^ head. Perhaps the F3I did not believe it needed 

sue samples to I-...-arn if the tissue came from the President's head but there remained 

question, could any of the tissue have been from Governor ^onnally? 

I call to your attention the importance of the vdndsll&eld sketch. It shows the imp^fb’ 

be bo almost in the middle -from top to bottom j«5d "ifhero it would have been blocked by 

or both of t.;o bodies if froia the explosion ^side the President's head except it' 

t of the velocity iiad been lost and the flight of tho c on jec t ragraent was ^parabo^ 
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iiad it been parabotOic, I raise the question, could it liave had nebugh energy left 



c. : the damage that included the loss of glass fragraentshn tin? outside, as stated 

t 

a lab# shoot Iliad fellows? 1 think tha': liighly unliely, if not impossible, (1 do not 

A 1 

re -.'all if the diVjder behind the front seat laid glass in it but if it did, then 
t:v;.r caused the windshield damage Iiad to kayo been on a parabolic flight.) 

Tha sire of fh-e font in the rind itieid loeg; ir not indicated but again I '..-raise the 
stion, could any dent of the pise indicated, liave been made' fr’S - ' wi th the flinty 
t ill the* explosion? has there enough velocity? 



flie FBI identified the two larger fragments it recovered as Q2 and 0$. Of these the 
note reads, its emphasis: "Could be from one or two bullets." 

•ith a cfcime of this magnitude, if what x say is not a general truth in all murder 
ewtigatioiy; and witli "two victims in the vehicle, it could not be assumed that these 
ullages could liave come only from the explosion in the President's head. Governot 
inally' s right hand was holding Ids hat and it was severely injured at the wrist. I go 
to tills in some detail with evidence the Fill did not seek and the ^oramissfcon was told 
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abibui and then did not follow up, in IftMt AGalii! 



X do not recall any accounting' of those in jries, other than in the impossible single- 

1 



|i i.o t theory that the- FBI would not and did not agree with, lior did the iSecpiet Service. 

I now recall, not even the autopsy prosectors agreed with it, or the Dallas doctor 
fnesoeo. There is much u'fe-e tliajJ. proves it impossible. In any event, that being only 
njecture at best and this being' the kind of investigation it. was supposed to be, that 
lullet that struck Governor Comiaiy could liave cause/ this damage could not be elirainaated 
tiiout the inquiry never made. .dthoutN^conjectured impossibility of the single-bullet 
;ory (tha - Seimtoxf/kussoll and Cooper never agreed with, as i liave- from their records 
Jl as hussell told me), the only possible cruse j of these damages had to be a bullet that 
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uck ISTonnolly. Foaisaonts fro: i it would have had tho required energy left, 
liliere tliese sheets seen to be numbered by band, they are in reverse order in what 
sent mo. 

On page 12 is identified as 'hletal fragment from aria of Governor John Connally." 
There was no damage to u omially's am and more than one fragment was recovered from 

T 

i~w&r wrist. Beside;-- wliat was washed out of it when it was cleansed in the hoopital, 

tti 

Mi is never mentioned in the official /solution." On page 10 two specimens from Q9 
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identified as subjected to spectrograpbic analysis, 1 note that there is no weight 
jjren for any of the nine nsecimons on this sheet. Tho last is 1 £ 15 , scrapings from the 
Llet damage to the inside of the wiiidstiield. T.he FBI never told the Commission that 
specimen no longer exists. \h discovered that in CL 75-226. I can flthink of an 
Jaoceut explanation but not of not ^oviding the information with an explanation. 

~ interrupt so I 11 not forget. I believe that tills was given the Senate Committee 
er the FBI gave it to understand. tint x aia not trustworthy. If it had consulted me. 
t>ut tills and other similar evidence that might Imvo made a difference. A htf cl*$rJLY , &tU>4 (. 
These tests do not include what is basic, speedy and inexpensive, the usual swab & 
te|st to determine whether the rifl£ had bean fired since it wqs last cleaned. These reports 
ao| refer to test firing of that rifle, K1 , bu:u If them had been nc earlier swah test 
ic potentially important inforraation from It was forever lost. If the rifle was aof 
red after Its last cleaning oil would show on the patch that 15 pushed thro^h the 
rrel.-^i t-ctz-eX. 

u n page six the Fx-I Lab reports that "IIo fibres were found on the III gun that 
Bid be .'Soociated with tho Q12 blanket (Oswald* s) and no f ibres were foi'^/d on the Q10 
iper vaJfc that Could be associated with the* till shtrt (Oswald's)" hut other "debris" 



Pi 

wa|s found on. the blanket and shirt. "The Insihde surface* of specimen Q10 did not 
di 



sclose markings indetifiable with£ the rifle, El.? 
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How when found that rifle was described ±1® by tho FBI as "well oiled." l e t ther e 
is no oil found on either t Vo blanket in .:hich it. had been suppt|oedly wrap/ped in the 
ine gaaage or cn_ths hag i/V which Osw&ld was seen to carry -it fra by a handhold of 
irJ(lod-up hag (no such wrinkle detected in the Lab) and in which the rifle alleged^ 
s bounced arond inside tha bag on the trip from jiving to Balias and then as Oswald 
carried it toward the building. \.Theso pages ine .ude no fingerprint reports but there 
|re none anywhere on tli-.x- bag where there had to have been from the way he Carried it.) 

It simply is not possible for a well-oiled rifle not to leave the slightest trace 
;11 on that blanket or tha. bag. 

I call your attention to the third line from tho bottom of tho longest paragraph on 

ge 1. The first word on the third line up Is "similar." You shpuld remember that when 

deposeu easier in Ca l l j— 2<i& lie saia th Fill never uses that word when it means 
entloa l 
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|itical because to the Lab what is no more than similar is not identical. That 
.’t ox t.-iae report r oners to the detected composition of core fragments. 

I refer above to there having boonVkbro than one fragment recovered from Gonnally’s 

3t. 

n ■ W 

Dr. Vincent t . miinu, one of the earliest expoSfts on neutr&f activation analysis, 

used, 'as its expert by the iiouse^esasuins committee. Instead of digging out that 

fxiony 1 quotefrom the Washington Lost's report on it in, its September 9, 1978 

i|ie* ^i uicipating that ho would say what no diu x prepared George Gardner to question 

^uinn. Tills is from Iris story, which quotes Guinn's testimony: 

Guinn's tests also createu a new mystery , however, The fcagmen/is the FBI tested, 

j;olu. I i i, liian (coiiimittee number j, have all disappeared. Guinnjsaid he had carefully 

died the bits and pieces of metal brought him iy officials of the National Archives 

; year and not one of them matched the fragments recorded in the FBI data. 

The pieces brought out by tno archives did not include any of the specific 

pieces .the FBI analyzed,' he testified. 'V/Jjere they arc, I have no idea.'" 

T ,, . \l 

in 11 lie - ( egaru. reminci you o± the questions i asked you togsic of -^rasier and ^allagher 
heiji wo deposed tneia. Gal.-.agh.r testified that no more than a mijljjneffier in size, postage— 
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vp weight, is required for speetrographic analysis, which he condjfectod on these 
pecimens. * rosier did not give an, expJ.anatio:i for the rather good$sid$ chuhlc lie 
out of the base - about which he did not testify te the Commission - and he testified 
.at lie hid weighed none of the fragments he took from that ^ullot 399- that he had 
weighed it only once, on receipt. ix e also testified tliat he had no idea what was done 
the excess he cut out. The fact is, as happened by accident, all he needed he could 
flaked oft ujkitn a fingernail, piece did detaefi itself when in the Archives, pos- 
y when the containedr in willed it was was moved. 






The grejjit excess ox unaccounted* core metal could nave beq^n the source of the speci— 
^ _ jjUlJfckti IM 
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iaen$ given b L tinn and if that was so, they surely would have tentMed identical. 

Noturning to the Senate committee, I doubt any of its staff had found it possible 
jeome familiar with the official assassination evidence. This is to say tliat committee 
may not have had any reason to see the questions and the problems I see with these FBI 
roeqirds. 

Frazier testified on deposition when asked what the Commission had notseked liim about 
damage, to the front of the President !r shirt tliat w.-.s ndt caused ^y any feullet that lie 
hau sucli questions and asked I or a hair and fibers report from Paul S^ombaugh. Lone 
delivered in CA 75-226, Gallagher's spoctrographic examination of it and of the tie 
ct d no bullet trraces .at all. ,4»s I explain in Post liortem after asking the 
issian/a-dtness the questions the 0 o);iiiission did not ask Iiin, those flaraages, to the 
t an|to the tie, were caused by a nurse ' ^scalpel as under Dr. cjhrles Carrico's dir- 
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ction they followed the usual emergency procedures and cut the tie off at the knot. 
Carrico din testify twice, ana lie is the only doctor who sat/ the President before Ms 
b'tdng was removed, the bullet hole in the front of Ms neck was above the shirt collar. 
Kjcter was able to avoid asking time question but -Miles blundered into it— twiice.) 

i' ' 

X ... emino. you also that p soon as X read tiiaT' the FUI was delivering all its pertinent 

icoficiS to the /irclnves 1 wrote and asked it for viliat - had asked for and it lie!, not given 

•1 



J.t replied teat it had given tin jnechives only what it had given me* 

1 tlunk tna-o wiiat you nave just given me explains why iiiose pages were not gt>ven 
rao ana why the i ,- BI replied to my inquiry untruthfully* 

l;is cannot be explained away wit*} any i'hl claim that 1 had no^requested copies of 
ig records it gave that committee. As its own expert witness testfied in our CA 75-1996, 
■levance is determineu by content, not by how filed, moreover, I do not believe that 
.ose sketches were prepared only later, for that committee. They are timed aM dated, 

30 a.ra. , II/ 23 / 64 , and they have the lab identification numbers on them, 

J-iiis is already longer than i'u like and probably than the hoard would prefer but 
oelieve the potential significance oi the lab informatnon tsss was withheld from me 



j: cb: 



td: 



tl ■ 



cq>: 



di 



11 

11; 

lie 

C: 

rc 

Ji 

wl: 

PM 

or 

ti 



in the case in court is such that 1 should add a further explanation for the board and 
>r you, 

’ijm will remember that when °Mp Selby was working on his JF^ assassination documen- 
y, iis master's thesis at tne niversicy of Maryland, College Park, I helped liim all 
could, lii the research that led to Post mortem I discovered that Dr. Joseph Dolce, the 
nay's outstanding expert on sc such natters, strongly disagreed with tb. single-bullet 
oory Specter was then cooidbig up and as a result he was never called to any further 
i/'ifei .rices wicr oiie Coiinis .ion. 1 cold Chip where Dolce lived and X could not get, ^hip 
©ve there and interviewed him on videotape, iJ -e could now use all that in his thesis. 



■t be gave me anu gave use the transcript of Ms Dolce interview. I u se 

ns at some length in PoSt=Sefei. wolco as the expert he was told the Commission that 
was simply impossible, witn evidence going back to the tlivil Bkr, for Bullet 399 to 
vc caused tiiat wrist damage to Mnnally. M said he would do tests for the Commission 
.nfirming niw testimony and ho did. x 'hose tests confirm the expert opinion he gave that 
isulteu in Ms being ignored thereafter, moreover, as I did not know, he was the expert 
nave boon called, in fi.11 every gunshot wound of all v.i.p.s and lie was not consulted when 
fh and. Cownally suffered gunshot wounds. 

•aid aw least three mB± Mb agents were present at tiiat conferencse when Dolce said 
ic indicate aoovc. IPoso iiortem, page 503, tne Commission memo on that conference 
.bli.shed in facsimile.) 1 cite this in support of wiiat 1 suggest above is the signifie 
nee of t.-c iiJI lab sketches i/iihkelu from us in CA 75-226. (l am inclined to believe 
it sketches were made by raster rather 



tlian by the spectrographer or the hair and 
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fipcrs expert also involved in those tests. Frazier was the ballistics expert. 

I am, of course, a ware of the potential of what with this I am telling the board, 
as| I an aware of the problems it can cause- them. .,s they can see from what * say above 
w|ore caused me. in this 1 have restricted ;yself- to the records of which you sent me 
copies and the explanations - have added for their and for your understanding. There 



a rather large 



mount of additional, official evidence that is relevant with which. 



the board desires, I will help it i. it wants me to. It is too unsafe for me to go 
i/ashington but if the board desires I am willing to testify here in Frederick. But 

should understand tliat I would bo testifying to withheld and existing records that 

>Wfr 

will identif as withheld by the Fuji in particular^ will at the very least cast the 
aqst substantial doubt about the official ''solution" to the assassination and as I in- 
dicate above comer! close to the total exculpation of Oswald. 

For its information and for yours, 1 used Gerald Posner's proseuti on-type case 
iij ids laiov.’ingly idstitled Case Closed as a defense attorney would jfbut unlike Posner 
restricted myself to the official cyj dence.That is what was eliminated from Case Open 
td make a smaller and cheaper book of it. 1 have it in two forms. One is in my rough 
tujaft/'^hat was to have been retyped in hew 'fork, where it w,s not done until after 
Odso Open war? published. I have what was retyped. That includes insertions that may or 
indy not have been inserted where “ intended. With all the tike that has passed since 
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degree recall. 

In CA 75-226 we sued both the FBI and HHDA., the latter because the neutron activa- 
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wrote tliat book and al 
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have worked on si 



Luce then, I cannmt and do not claim 






tlh recall of all It ijboves about the witiiholding of existing records. But I do 
O u t J 

JLieve tliat it is solid on motive for those withholdings. J- illustrate tills with what 

an noifcertain is in w3v.it was eliminated from Ease Open but you should at leait to a 



i.n analysis was done by its contractor for the FBI at Oak ilidge. There came a time in 

. |ou should recaJ 



pat lawsuit when EKDA decided it wanted out. |ou should recall tliat a large envelope 
was hand-delivered to you over a holiday weekend by the assistant United States 
attorney on that case. -H consisted of a copy of what BUM said was all of its relevant 
cofds. “hile I liad no way of knowing wtihethor or not tliat was true and although some 
oi(‘ the calculations were not collated, I accepted that and thereafter we treated Eiu)A as 
iicf) longer in the litigation. However, we had extraordinary difficulty getting anything 
a| all about those tests from the FBI. Eventually we deposed S A John Mlty here, tie deli- 
vered gibberish in. the form of uncolia&ed and really meanigless adding-macM.no tapes 
that were only loose sheets of paper, be got and we could get notliing else from the FBI. 

However, what we did get from EiUA does establish what the FBI bad and withlield-continues 
to withhold. 
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And by tliis I mean also withhold from the Commission. It wrote the u orairassion that 
xgton activation analysis would not add to x-riiat it -Leagued by spectrographic analysis. 
i|at to the FBI's knowledge was not true. 

Wie Commission* o vary last witness, an afterthought witness because the ■‘Report was 
tlileii not o*Piy written-it was- in cage proof / was -the FBI Spectrographer, Gallagher. He 
used to testify that paraffin tents are not dependable, fiiatiji apparently^ is why 
o police use thcmi at the least tills testimony was ndsleaciing.Tliat test is not 
necesarily conclusive on incriminating. But it can be conclusive on exculpating* ‘ x 'hi s 
bjcaue tne the deposits Qj a r;.:3ul5f of firing a ewa weapon are also deposited by 
jSier substances m common use. Bjit the absences of such deposits can be exculpatory* 
Included in what LIDA gave me wl£ Excellent photographs of the paraffin casts' 
oil Oswald-.:.' s hands and cheek made by the Dallas police and the results of test firing 
at u ak u idge, The Oswald cheelc paraffin casts do not include what had to have been 
deposited by firing j. rifle. But those deposits were as x understand the EHDA records 
trie casts made at ter fxrxng the \if xe arc Oak nidge* I'hus it appears that those 

its, the result of which the FBI never gave the Cjbrmiissi. n in any form, exculpated 
said, what 1 got from KHi)A was withheld from me by tlio FBI even when its agent \Xokh j(l 
te.:5tif5.cd under oath that lie as delivering all the HSI had. Ut refused to collate 
on tho.se loose pages of copies of its adding-machine tapes.) 

I used in facsimile some of the L8DA papers in Post Horten. 

J-U tliis x also intend ini ormiiv ;jithe board that jiRBn' s successor lias relevant 
C ornation it snoulu have delivered to the archives , if it has not. As I recall his 
ipie, ils general counsel thejW was something like Bertram Schur. 

Obviously, if the FBI had not delivered all its neutron activation records it is 
^withholding chat it knws very well is relevant. 

A 

It was ffoiri tne imOia records tear ~ learned that FBI Lab specimen 015, the scraping 
ora the windiisiclu, no longer exisi£. tg-of the time we deposed Gallagher we did not 
ow tnat. Lo we could nor ask Inn what I think may explain tills dis appear, nee , did he 
3 1. c all .mi his spectrographic analysis? 'x'hat, unlike ITAA, consumes the specimen, 

X.L 

klie FBI also had illuminating internal records relating to tlie UAAs that should 
oe| in what it gave the archives. Y/e 'got some of that in 75-226. 

'•‘•Ms also raises the question, d&M the department, including the FBI, give the 
irlchives its records on this and on mg other FuIA lawsuits. The foregoing illustrates 
t.li|eir relevance. 

If the board so desires I will help It as much as I can. 

Sincerely, 




fiarolu ¥eisberg 




